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and the engineering side of  figured the additional work was just too big to add to DWS 
844A from a practical standpoint.   gut reaction was that  pulled the right 
strings with the DWSD management.  confirmed that the change order for 812 which  had 
emailed to SA  was the same work which had been proposed for the July 2005 DWS 
844A change order.  would have told  to add the work under 812. 

 did not have any discussions with  regarding the change order for DWS 844A. 
It would not surprise  if  was upset by the change order given  personality. 

Regarding the draft letter  sent SA  addressed to Clean Water Team in 2005, 
 explained that construction under DWS 844A was well under way and DFT already had 

their skilled trades already identified.  Clean Water Team had an existing contract known as DWS 
823 “Haggerty Pump” which ran from 2003 to 2005. When asked  explained that  wrote 
the letter to Clean Water Team after being asked to do so by .  confirmed 
that Clean Water Team was asked to execute work that was originally under the scope of work for 
DWS 844A and this is reflected in the letter. This work included repairs to existing fencing and 
programming.  was asked why the DWSD requested that a third party conduct work and 
make repairs which were contractually required under DWS 844A.  replied that  did not 
ask why,  just wrote the letter as directed.  thought that this was during a time when 

 was having  legal troubles and going after DFT to make them complete the work 
“would have been politically not viable.”  agreed with the statement that  did not have the 
leverage to go against DFT to hold them accountable for their work.  was asked if  felt 
pressure to go along with DFT, referring to their stance on contractual issues.  replied that 
DFT had the ear of “management.” When asked to clarify  stated that management was  

 and .  added that from  perspective the power and influence was 
 and not    
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